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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
03/26/2008 and 06/30/2008 has been entered. 

Status of Claims: 

Claims 1-6, 8, 10 and 13 have been cancelled by Applicant's amendments, 
therefore are not considered in this action. 

Claims 7, 9, 11, 12, and 14 are pending of which claims 7, 11, 12 and 14 have 
been amended. Claims 7 and 12 are independent claims. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Applicant's amendments to the abstract and specification of the invention have 
appropriately addressed the objections raised in the previous office action. Accordingly, 
the objections to the abstract and specification are withdrawn in view of applicant's 
amendments. 

3. Applicant's amendment to claim 9 have appropriately addressed the objection 
raised in the previous office action. Accordingly, this objection is withdrawn in view of 
applicant's amendments. 
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4. Applicant's arguments witli respect to the rejection of claims 8, 1 1 and 14 under 35 
U.S.C 112, first paragraph are persuasive. Accordingly, the rejections are withdrawn in 
view of applicant's arguments. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Based upon applicant's description of basic services in the remarks filed on 
06/30/2008, Examiner has reconsidered Glitho (US 6,199,066 B1) and now believes it 
discloses the claimed limitation (see the rejection of claim 7 below for the examiner's 
new interpretation). Since Dobbins (US 5,825,772) is no longer being relied upon, the 
applicant's argument towards that reference is considered moot. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 7, 9 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Glitho et al.(US Pat No. 6,199,066 B1) in view of Laiho(US Pat No. 6,097,942). 

As to claim 7 . Glitho discloses "[A] method of providing a plurality of services for using a 
telecommunications network" by providing an interface between a customer 
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administrative system and a plurality of database networl< elements (see Glitho, column 
2, lines 35-36 and column 3, lines 30-32 together with Figure 2 (22)), the method 
comprising: 

combining a plurality of basic services into at least one group of basic services [a 
meta-service comprises a package of individual services] (see Glitho, column 2, 
lines 39-40, and column 3, lines 60-61). 

activating the basic services of the group of basic services during a single 
transaction, wherein the basic services of the group of basic services can only be 
activated when all the basic services of the group of basic services can be activated 
(see Glitho, column 3, lines 57-61: "meta-service activation and management agent 32" 
and column 5, lines 23-29). 

rendering the basic services of the group inactive when at least one of the basic 
services in the group of basic services becomes unavailable [If not all confirmations 
are received within a certain time period {i.e, "at least one of the basic services in the 
group of basic services becomes unavailable"), it is assumed that the meta-service 
activation or management task was not completed in each of the identified 
database network elements 26. In such a situation, an unacceptable 
inconsistency exists between the services subscripted to by the subscriber and 
the services being implemented by the network. A roll-back message 58 is then 
generated by the interface 22 and sent to each of the database network elements 
26 that responded with a confirmation message 54. In response to receipt of the 
roll-back message 58, the database network element 26 acts to roll-back its 
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service provision state in action 60 to return the database network element to the 
service provision state it was in prior to receipt of the properly formatted device 
specific command 50 (i.e, "rendering the basic sen/ices oftlie group inactive")] 
{empliasis added) (see Glitho, column 5, lines 29-43). 
However, Glitho fails to teach: 

"assigning a group identifier to each of the basic services of the group of basic 
services, a number of group identifiers assigned to each of the basic services 
corresponding to a number of groups of basic services to which each of the basic 
services belongs" 
Laiho, in analogous art, discloses: 

assigning a group identifier to each of the basic services of the group of basic 
services, a number of group identifiers assigned to each of the basic services 
corresponding to a number of groups of basic services to which each of the basic 
services belongs [one or more groups of mobile subscribers are defined, and a 
group identifier is assigned to each member of the group. One or more services 
are established for the group of mobile subscribers and are associated with the 
group identifier] (see Laiho, column 2, lines 35-39). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to someone of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the method of Glitho by applying a service group 
approach taught by Laiho to achieve the claimed limitation of assigning a group 
identifier to the basic services of the group of basic services. One would be motivated to 
do so to more readily permit new services and subscribers to be added to a mobile 
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communications system with minimal signaling overhead (see Laiho, column 2 line 9- 
11). 

As to claim 9 . most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 7. It is noted, however, Glitho does not expressly discloses the claimed feature 
"storing the group identifiers of the group of associated basic services in a specification 
associated with each of the basic services that constitute the group of basic services". 
Laiho, from the same or similar field of endeavor, discloses: 

storing the group identifiers of the group of associated basic services in a 
specification associated with each of the basic services that constitute the group of 
basic services [The group identifier linlcs each group member's subscriber record 
stored in the first database section with the corresponding group services stored 
in the second database section] (see Laiho, column 2, lines 49-52). 
Thus, it would have been obvious to someone of ordinary sl<ill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the method of Glitho by applying a service group 
approach taught by Laiho to achieve the claimed limitation of storing the group 
identifiers of a group in a specification associated with each of the basic services that 
constitute the group of basic services. One would be motivated to do so to more readily 
permit new services and subscribers to be added to a mobile communications system 
with minimal signaling overhead (see Laiho, column 2 line 9-11). 
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As to claim 12 . it is server claim corresponding to method claim 7. Since it does not 
teach or define above the information in the corresponding method claim, it is rejected 
under same basis. 

7. Claims 11 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Glitho (US Pat No. 6,199,066 B1) in view of Laiho (US Pat No. 6,097,942) as 
applied to claims 7 and 12 above, and further in view of Traversat et al.(US PGPub 
No. 2002/0143944 A1). 

As to claim 1 1 . most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection of 
claim 7. However, neither Glitho nor Laiho discloses the claimed feature of "maintaining 
at least one of the basic services in the group of basic services activated when the at 
least one of the basic services also belongs to another group of basic services, such 
that all the basic services that constitute the other group of basic services are activated" 
Traversat, from the same or similar field of endeavor, discloses: 

maintaining at least one of the basic services in the group of basic services 
activated when the at least one of the basic services also belongs to another group of 
basic services, such that all the basic services that constitute the other group of basic 
services are activated [A peer group service may employ fault tolerance algorithms 
to provide the service at a higher level of availability than that a peer service can 
offer. If any one peer fails, the collective peer group service may not be affected, 
because the service may still be available from at least one other peer member] 
(see Traversat, paragraph [0179]). 
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Thus, it would have been obvious to someone of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further combine the method of Glitho and Laiho with the teaching 
of Traversat. One would be motivated to do so because providing partial service is a 
desired feature for any service provider. 

As to claim 14 . it is server claim corresponding to method claim 1 1 . Since it does not 
teach or define above the information in the corresponding method claim, it is rejected 
under same basis. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bryan Bui whose telephone number is (571)-270- 
1981 The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:00 am to 5:00 
pm (EST). If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Glenton B. Burgess can be reached on (571 )-272-3949. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
(571)-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private 
PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pairdirect. 
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uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from USPTO Customer Service Representative or access 
to the automated information system, call 1 -(800)-786-91 99 (in U.S.A or Canada) 
or1-(571)-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2153 



